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it occurred to me recently that bob martinez, benzene 's favorite governor 
was the guy who kicked up such a fuss by trying to i^nT"florida • s sales tax ' 
to apply to services (including advertising), thus he can be called a taxer 
and thus bush will never select him as a running-mate, (i think that it could 
be good politics for bush to pick martinez anyways and let this difference be 
^+ P ^I. JUSt + a f; b ^ tsen *s support of the contras will be helpful to dukakis; 
but that s not bush's style.) i'm surprised and disappointed that none of my 
readers was astute enough to bring this up. 

.. niaT , lr ^ h 1 iS 18 benzene > an approximately monthly ftfaene published by ignatz Jerome 

at fcl^AtT* t at + ^ 38 V6r ^ n #1 ° 3 ' ° akland ' ° a 9461 °' and ca » ^ Phoned 
at ^15; 268-8626. sub rates are 600 per issue, benzene has become a lettercol 

zeen la. sly. that means that if you send me a letter it's liable to be published 

t ll en ' t y ° Ur letter iS not intended for publication, please let me know, 
some hobby members are offended by the "not for print" label, i'm not. use it 

this issue is, for a change, on the short side of approximately monthly, 
mark berch says, "to stay relevant during this election season, i think you 
gotta publish more often than once a month for the time being." fair enough 
the problem is that i can't run a turn in the scrabble game before the deadline, 
so li 1 publish now i have to publish again in another week or else delay the 
game, but i'll just have to accept that because i've been inundated with mail 
and if 1 don t unload some of it now i'll risk not just irrelevance but obso- 
lescence as well. 

RUNNING -MATE REPORT 

the democratic convention has come and gone, and democratic strategy has 
changed from a subject of speculation to one of analysis, dukakis 's electoral 
strategy is now obvious: he intends to concentrate his efforts on texas and 
California, (to concentrate on a state or region means to spend a bit more 

IT t h tl e ' Spend a Mt m ° re media money there ' s P end a bit more oganizational 
eiiort there, and most important, emphasize issues and attitudes which have 
special appeal there, political regionality is not a geographical phenomenon 
but a demographic one. people living in the same region have in common their 
economic environment, dominant industries, political and cultural history 
climate, and state and local law. these influences - which are inter-related 
— lead to the dominance (but not universality) of certain attitudes, opinions 
and priorities which differ and sometimes conflict with those of other regions, 
if a candidate is not to be entirely without substance, he must project a coherent 
image, and that image will necessarily be more appealing to some regions (his 
home base") than it is to others, hence, regional strategies.) 

the essence of the dukakis reasoning is as follows: the political climate 
has improved to the point where there are now about 70 undeniably democratic 
e i eC ^°? a n votej % about 100 votes (including ny and pa) leaning democratic, and 
about 150 votes (including il, mi, and oh) up for grabs, rather than concentrate 
on defending the second group and contesting the third, the dukakis strategists 
have made the aggressive choice (perhaps i was a bit hasty last month in calling 
the selection of bentsen "cautious") of going after some republic an- leaning states, 
they believe that they can win ca and tx (76), and they hope that the rest of 
their national campaign will be effective enough to win all of the solid demo 
states (70 J, most of the demo-leaning states (80), and some of the even states 
(J?u; which is just over the victory criterion of 270. 

the two main counter -strategies available to the bush campaign are to defend 
ca and tx, or to counterattack in some of the other contestable states, such as 
the rust belt (il,mi , oh, pa) . a good way to pursue the former, discussed in pre- 
vious issues, would be to select fla gov bob martinez. a bad way to pursue the 
former, i think, would be to select calif gov george deukmejian; jo'hn mclaughlin 



is predicting that and i think he's crazy. 

the selection of ny rep jack kemp is being predicted or recommended or both 
by just about everyone these days because his unique combination of strengths 
suits the latter counter -strategy so nicely, surveys show that no leading republi- 
can rates as highly among conservative blue-collar voters, mr kemp's stalwart 
support of ideological issues and his enthusiastic repetition of conservative 
catchphrases will satisfy the right-wingers, while his folksy ideas and style will 
appease those who find republicans too aristocratic ("doesn't care about people 
like me"), though i do think the republican party generally deserves its pro- 
rich reputation, i think kemp's own style of economic thinking, in spite of 
some quirky hangups, is decidedly favorable to the poor, there is a tendency 
today to equate the republican party's free-market ideology with its pro-business 
interest, though in fact the two are frequently in conflict, most of us who 
favor free-market ideas don't do it out of love for business, kemp is one of the 
few politicians who, even occasionally, stresses the pro-consumer aspects of a 
free market, conservative mood-setters have fumbled the ball to their opponents 
on this issue; current economic thinking frames questions in a way which favors 
the democrats, even if kemp does not personally inspire many voters, his presence 
in the limelight will encourage the country to rethink economic theory a little, 
and that can only help republicans. 

many people, including a few of my readers, find it hard to believe that any- 
thing republican can be good for the poor, if jack kemp is so good, they ask, 
why hasn't he attracted a following among the poor as jesse jackson has? to argue 
such is to forget that a constituency only exists where members share a constant 
condition and a sense of identity, political leaders who maintain a following 
of poor people do so only as long as those people continue to think poor and re- 
main poor, jack kemp's followers are encouraged to do neither. 

whoever the republican vice-presidential nominee is, the first thing he or 
she needs to do is take advantage of a question of disagreement with bush on an 
issue (there's bound to be something) to say, "of course george and i disagree on 
some issues, and no, i'm not going to reverse my position, when george bush is 
president i'm going to be right there advising him every day, and i won't hesi- 
tate to let him know when i disagree — just as george bush has always been^ there 
to advise president reagan. i know that just as sometimes president bush will 
agree with my advice, there will be other times when he won't, but the ultimate 
responsibility lies with him, and when he makes a decision, even if i originally 
argued against it, he knows he can count on me to stand by him and to not under- 
mine his authority with the show of a disunited white house, we republicans 
believe in the principle of loyalty, you can be sure that there'll be no^ inter- 
factional fighting within a republican administration." ,the implication is that 
the democrats' show of unity at the convention is as temporary as it is expedient, 
and it answers the charge that bush ought to have been noisily disputing reagan* s 
various bad decisions, the "where was george?" question seems very potent, but 
in fact he did strongly advise against (insert issue here) but recognizing the 
danger of disunity in an already disorderly administration, he always strove to 
promote unity, thus all his disagreements with the president were (conveniently) 
reserved for private meetings, reagan alone needs to corroborate this story, and 
i think he's willing to do so. 
LETTERS 

david hood (6-21): "legalization of drugs, as one who hopes to be included 
in your list of 'libertarian friends' i would like to take issue with your dis- 
missal of this idea, you attack it on the following points: (l) legalization 
equals legitimation of drug use as being acceptable; (2) legalization equals 
increased drug usage; and (3) drug use equals decreased safety for the public. 

"first, let me answer your contention that legalizing drugs would equal a 
societal 'okay* for that lifestyle, certainly you don't mean to say that my_ 
activity which others may find distasteful should be outlawed by government, 
that has been the excuse throughout history for censorship of alternative ideas, 



from copernicus to charles darwin. a free society can contain a majority of indi- 
viduals who feel that drug use is objectionable, but still recognize the rights 
to individual privacy which would allow its use. i've never even drunk a beer in 
my life ((interesting, neither have i; we're rare in that, i think)) yet that does 
not translate into the belief that i can use the coercive violence of the state to 
tell people what they can or cannot smoke in their living rooms. 

"would you censor nazi or kkk members just because most of us agree that they 
are sniveling-losers-from-hell? it sets a terrible precedent; one that leads us 
eventually to a totalitarian state. 

"second, you argue that legalization would increase drug usage, i think that 
is a tenuous assumption, given the fact that a lot of its popularity among our 
youth is due to its illegality, but beyond that, why is it anybody's business 
whether or not people want to destroy their own brain cells by snorting, smoking, 
or swallowing dangerous substances? a coherent advocacy of individual liberty 
must contain the right of an individual to be wrong , assuming no one else's rights 
are harmed . 

"this leads me to your third argument, that drug use causes danger to the 
rest of society, i would agree to some extent — although i think that the danger 
is greater when illegality forces the drug addict to commit violent acts in order 
to afford their habit, more importantly, you confuse an illegal act with its 
motivation, if a drug-crazed maniac steals a loaf of bread, it is he that is 
at fault, not the drugs, there are plenty of drug users who do not jeopardize 
the rights of others — to penalize them because of a few bad apples is to suc- 
cumb to the notion of collective rather than individual responsibility , the 
former has justified pogroms or concentration camps, which harmed thousands of 
innocents, to find one or two guilty people, our system puts a premium on erring 
toward the guilty going free rather than innocents being persecuted, and i think 
that's a good idea. 

"the bottom line is that a state founded on the principles of liberty has no 
business making laws to protect people from harming each other, it can outlaw 
theft, but no drug use. so along with drug laws, anything which outlaws activi- 
ties by consenting adults (prostitution, gambling, seat belt laws) has to go — 
if we want to truly follow a consistent philosophy of individual liberty." 

me: you and i want to follow a consistent philosophy of individual liberty, 
but the people and government of the united states have repeatedly demonstrated 
that they do not. if our society were the truly free society you imagine, citi- 
zens would not be required to pay the medical costs of those who have allowed 
their health to deteriorate, nor would they be required to pay for the financial 
support of those who have chosen to squander their own resources, nor would 
businessmen be denied the right to decide with whom they wish to do business and 
with whom they do not, nor would workers be denied the right to freely negotiate 
the wages and conditions for which they would work, nor would insurers be denied 
the right to charge higher premiums to those who have chosen a more dangerous 
lifestyle, in the real world, however, all these things are happening. 

a truly free society, like an absolute gas or a frictionless surface, is a 
theoretical, ideal, it is convenient to use it as a concept when discussing 
political principles, and it is often efficacious to try to create systems which 
approximate it, but any time we get sloppy and start to assume that it's an 
accurate description of reality, we are liable to draw inaccurate and dangerous 
conclusions. 

i agree with you that activities ought not be outlawed simply because they 
are distasteful, and that it is not inconsistent to legalize something which one 
disagrees with, i am not challenging the basic libertarian premise (that it is 
illegitimate to engage in aggression against non-aggressors) ; i am defending the 
criminality of drugs on libertarian grounds (because drugs users, qua drug users, 
are aggressors), a drug user harms not only himself, but others as well, owing 
to the social welfare aspects of our government, and to the simple fact that we 
all live in the same world and are affected by one another, in my opinion, the 
harm done to others by drug use is enough to justify (or if you prefer, outweigh 



4* the opposing harm done by) the use of retaliatory coercion "by the state. 

my assumption that legalization would increase drug use may not be certain, 
but it is considerably less tenuous than your assumption that it would decrease 
use. illegality may add some popularity to drugs among youth, but the number of 
young people thus enticed into usage is small compared to the number thus deterred, 
laws against littering do not cause people to litter more, imposition of speed 
limits does not inspire motorists to drive faster . prohibition of smoking on 
airplanes does not cause more fliers to light up. whatever else you may think 
of a prohibitory law, to believe that the law will increase the incidence of the 
prohibited practice is ludicrous. 

it's hard for me to take seriously your insistence that i place responsibility 
for a crime solely on the criminal and not on drugs, when only two sentences 
earlier you criticize drug laws because "illegality forces the drug addict to 
commit violent acts." i think you'll agree that "forces" was a poor choice of 
word on your part, and of course the criminal is ultimately responsible for 
his actions, but that's not the point, the point is how do we prevent those 
violent acts from happening in the first place, and it's clear to me that to 
make drugs illegal is the best way to go about it. 

you're being shortsighted when you fret about the non-offending drug users, 
it is true that they are "penalized because of a few bad apples." but in your 
abhorrence of collective responsibility, keep in mind that if drugs were legal- 
ized, those bad apples would penalize a much larger group of people, and penalize 
them more severely. 

mark lilleleht (6-18): "legalization ((of drugs)) is one of the strangest 
propositions i have yet heard voiced by what are otherwise seemingly intelligent 
people, legalization seems to be a reaction to the reality of the entire drug 
issue; drug use, production, and distribution are problems that have crept into 
all facets of society and it has finally been realized that to weed it out will 
require substantial effort and even more money, the sheer magnitude of the 
problem lends itself to an air of invincibility (after all, so far we've been 
fairly impotent in our efforts) which to all parties involved is very discour- 
aging, so rather than pledge support to eradication one finds certain intellec- 
tuals trying to rationalize away the problem through legalization, i don't know 
enough about it to cite specifics or point to figures but it seems to fly in the 
face of common sense, another solution i heard on the radio? intercept batches 
of coke and heroin, contaminate the drugs with fatal toxins, and put it back 
into the system, it's argued that the threat of death will dry up the supply; 
who wants to snort a line right after he's watched his buddy expire? 

((besides the fact that the public would never stand for government-spon- 
sored poisoning, the plan would never work, drug users have amply demonstrated 
their disregard of the threat of death.)) 

"you mentioned jackson's choice of leaders to meet with, i think that deep 
down jackson aimed to right a wrong and believed that by meeting with these some- 
what borderline characters he would be able to make "the world (at least the one 
the u.s. resides in) a better place. but why these people? our relations with 
f ranee, britain, even canada are fairly solid and there is very little that could 
be done by a private citizen to heal whatever wounds may exist, however, where 
the american government has shut down relations, there is little or nothing that 
the government can or desires to do. it is here that i think jackson meant to 
make his mark, and hell, the publicity generated by 'healing' missions can't be 
all that bad. 

"and on final comment, there is something inherently contradictory in the 
government's foreign policy when it chooses to intervene in one country's affairs 
while preaching against another's intervention, unless we are prepared to take on 
the long discarded mantle of complete isolationism it is folly for us to condemn 
another country for its support of a guerilla group when we do the same." 



me: i think that "somewhat borderline character" is an inexcusably generous 
characterization of the likes of pol pot, who has been one object of jesse Jackson's 
apologies, ^you have completely missed my point here, i'm not even discussing 
rev Jackson's healing missions, jackson never entreated Zimbabwe pres robert 
mugabe to end his genocide against the ndebele; yet when asked to name some of the 
world leaders whom he most admires, jackson named mugabe. there is no impending 
civil war to be prevented in the bahamas; yet jackson has befriended the bahamas' 
drug-trafficking pres lynden pindling for more than a decade, and only two years 
ago at a dinner for the president, jackson was so glowing in his praise that he 
equated pindling 's work with that of martin luther king jr and jesus christ. 

this is not the cordiality of a diplomat on a healing mission; this is a 
man's deliberate demonstration of his chosen political alignment, i think it 
shows extremely poor judgment. 

chuff afflerbach (7-20) 5 "i wish i had time for a lengthy reply to your 
latest benzene , but i'm leaving the country in a couple of days and won't have 
time for much chit-chat about my rumor of burmese upheaval, that was in- 

spired by a recent anti-american protest at the u.s. embassy in raneoon. all i 
know is what i read between the lines of the ((san francisco)) chronicle , and 
you seem better informed than that, but my prediction was for an asian crisis, 
and burma is only a possibility. 

'^'Carolina laughs at me; she says i always have an explanation, even when i 
haven't got a clue, but ican't explain this: iraq says it will negotiate with 
iran for a ceasefire, and oil prices shoot up 500 a barrel! ' splain that. 

"as for the bentsen choice, george bentsen ((who?)) would have been better 
than lloyd. too many wits have pointed out that dukakis chose a wealthy con- 
servative texas oilman, a carbon copy of his opponent, one less reason to vote 
for dukakis, but still no reason to vote for bush, senator proxmire was quoted 
in newsweek predicting a recession: 'you will not get one in 100 to admit it, but 
the best thing that could happen to the democrats might be to lose the next 
presidential election.' then jesse might get a second (or third) look from a 
lot of disgruntled and broke folk, in retrospect, jim hightower would have been 
a great mate for dukakis. the texas credentials, a populist appeal, and without 
his cowboy hat he stands just about the same size as mike. 

"i see you're rubbing in that scrabble match, but why no mention of our 
'source of the nile' game? i'm still chuckling over the way you waltzed across 
africa on an epic journey from the east coast to the west, and then on the last 
turn you failed to bag enough game to feed yourself and starved to death, well, 
when i get back from the beaches of mexico, we'll have a rematch of both games, 
you might still spell better than me, but i'll have a better tan!" 

me: i intended to edit that last paragraph out until i realized that if i 
did i could be rightfully accused of editorial bias, i'm accustomed to editing 
out the chatty parts of letters, but in the last few issues, as benzene has 
become more of a lettered zeen, i've been letting more get by. i'm still won- 
dering if the injection of lighter material enhances or, urn dehances the zeen. 

hell, i'm not that well-informed, but it doesn't take much to know more 
than the chronicle , when i wrote about burma in last issue all i knew was what 
i had read in the world almanac, i'm quite impressed by your call, burma is 
all-over the news now, what with the new amnesty international report and u ne 
win's resignation and more and more riots, there's no denying that things are 
heating up. my skepticism was directed only at your claim that the u.s. main- 
tains the dictatorship there, this week's economist has burma as the topic of 
its lead asia story wherein it says that japan provides most of burma 's foreign 
aid. 

it's common for hostilities to increase just before a ceasefire, because 
each side wants to be able to present a strong case to the arbitrators, perhaps 
the oil investors were anticipating that. 

by sen proxmire 's reasoning, to lose the election might be the best thing 
for the republicans as well, and you can get one in 100 conservatives to admit 
it. in fact, you can get about five in 100 to say it openly, that reasoning 



has some effect on me, making me lean a bit toward dukakis. independent of the 
fact that i consider him a bit more likely to avoid a big recession, if there 
is one, I'd rather have him be blamed for it. if bush is in the white house 
"^hen the big r hits, the economic paternalists in the democratic party will use 
it as an opportunity to tell us that our economy is in constant danger unless 
it is controlled by the government, if a big recession does occur (still quite 
a bit less likely than not), there'll be no mystery about the cause: it'll be the 
price we pay for a generation of too much consumption and too little production, 
that is the big trend; but politics being what it is, the recession is likely to 
be blamed on little (or even irrelevant) trends, so hey, why not have it be 
blamed on excessive industrial policy? 

who's jim hightower? i'd never even heard of him until a few weeks ago i 
heard the quote on page one attributed to him. will he run for bentsen's senate 
seat if the demos win the white house? 

bob gossage (?-10): *'i found your paragraph on busing to be amusing, (was 
it intended as a joke?) if not, you've completely missed the argument for busing, 
the people that support that idea have a fairly pessimistic view of human nature, 
they believe that the people in charge of the public schools discriminate, they 
also believe that anyone that they put into those positions would be the same 
way, so they believe that the only way to eliminate discrimination is integra- 
tion, the argument being that a person can't discriminate against minorities 
if the minorities are evenly distributed among all the schools. 

"i will point out that i dislike this idea, i don't like the idea of chil- 
dren being taken out of their neighborhoods and shipped off to an alien environ- 
ment, it's just too unsettling." 

me: nope, no joke, i guess i just never realized what the real argument 
was. ~ if the busing advocates' pessimistic view is accurate, the answer, i think, 
is to let the black people (or whoever is the victim of discrimination in the 
district) run their own schools, surely they don't expect them to discriminate 
against themselves (and surely they won't admit it if they think the blacks 
aren't qualified to run schools), ed wrobel said in his letter that the real 
issue is which schools get the money, if it is true that innter-city schools 
are getting less money than the other schools in a district, i think that is 
completely inexcusable, in fact, i'm pretty offended by the idea, frequently 
considered fair, that all the schools in a district should get the same amount 

of money. . . 

to consider it fair to give equal amounts of money to each school in a aisxri 
presupposes that schooling is an entitlement of the kids and their parents, to 
be distributed equally, schooling is legitimately a responsibility of the gover- 
ernment only insofar as it serves not just its immediate constituency but the 
public as a whole, therefore a school district exists not to^ serve the interests 
of the parents or even of the students, but those of the public. 

schooling does serve the public's interest because it is essential to the 
health of the community (and to the nation) that its citizens are able to commu- 
nicate with one another and have the necessary knowledge and skills to make a 
living and feel a sense of belonging to the community, if in a school district 
there is a neighborhood in which most students are in danger of growing up illit- 
erate or leading a life of crime or of government dependency, it just doesn't 
make sense to divert any schooling resources to a school where those dangers are 
considerably smaller . a school district which does so not only cheats the inner- 
city students, but fails in its duty to the tax-paying public as well. 

ed wrobel (7-25): "my wife and i used to play scrabble regularly ((a very 
good reason to get married, i think)) but not much anymore, we did play once 
earlier this month while on vacation, i can see by chuff's "oxeye" that i am out 
of my league but i will contribute ((withheld)), was that really cricket of you 



to print chuff's postcard about "hodaddy"? maggie defeated me last game we played ~7 
maybe i can pick up some pointers from following your game, (i'll try to remember' 
"oxeye"!) instead of running a game of cosmic diplomacy, how about postal titan"? 
(a la mark larzelere, mark frueh, pj gaughan) postal titan is becoming an entire 
hobby unto itself, get in now on the ground floor! 

"your sketch of the political spectrum in issue kO is very revealing, i 
notice that normal people and reality are in line with the right while the left 
is above a precipice, perhaps you over compensate? your writing does not strike 
me as leftish (no doubt my view is skewered by the sensation of falling into the 
abyss), you do, however, still use the epithet •liberal, 1 which is now used 
only by conservatives, lefties call themselves progressives. 

"were you serious in your comment on busing? i doubt that the courts are 
concerned with assuring black kids the privilege of sitting next to white kids. 
1 always thought the idea was to nudge communities toward providing a more equi- 
table distribution of educational resources, but i haven't read any of the orders, 
busing is a drastic and unsatisfactory solution to a recalcitrant social problem. 
i^ don't like it. i don't know if it could ever be effective in improving inner 
city schools or eventually easing segregation, it would be less painful to shift 
some money from military hardware to education, of course, we would be risking 
layoffs in the defense industry and subjugation at the hands of the armed commu- 
nist base on the north american mainland, shudder. 

"to eat flesh or not to eat flesh? now there's a question to ponder over 
cheeseburgers and trail mix. i do eat meat and i am offended by some of the 
grosser ^ expressions of moral superiority by veggies, but i also enjoy cooking 
and eating meatless meals, and at times i wonder if vegetarianism isn't really 
morally superior, carrier's citation of tradition and your attempt to differ- 
entiate pain from suffering strike me as rationalizations (urn, in the passoff 
sense, not the lew sense of the word), sure, that adorable calf may not wish he 
(it?) had never been born but it can experience and react to adverse stimuli, we 
cannot know its * thoughts' but we can infer much from our observations of its 
reactions, if you kick a cat, does it purr? what happens if you step on a dog's 
tail? it is not irrational to wish not to cause pain, either to an animal or 
a human, ((i'll buy that, but what does it have to do with rights?)) 

"yes, chickens and potatoes differ, i agree with that, shellfish are partic- 
ularly delectable, i hope we can find a way to stick them in with the potatoes 
but i have my doubts, crabs tend to scramble around when being steamed alive; 
clams, oysters and mussels are meeker, let's face it. these creatures don't want 
to die and they 'suffer.' we could easily satisfy our appetites without flesh 
(in fact, it's much cheaper) but we have a taste for flesh, it's part of our 
heritage, our tradition, does past practice have any bearing on the rightness 
or wrongness of eating animals? no. 

"your psychoanalysis of guilt-ridden, infantile, godless veggies with no 
concept of evil ((i didn't call them infantile or godless)) is wild (immoderate), 
it does smell of an ad hominem attack, though, i must be even more guilt-ridden 
as a meat-eater attacking the meat eaters' arguments, if only i believed in a 
god to forgive me! or some incarnation of evil out there to take the edge off my 
personal responsibility for the death of millions of intestinal bacteria! ! my 
god, lew, benzene has directed me into one of those self -destructive loops used 
in the old 'star trek* to make evil alien computers blow up. hellllp — 

"wait, wait — this is the 80s, not the 60s; self-interest, self-preservation, 
self-indulgence, there's even a magazine called 'self.' i'm ok! me, myself, i, 
wearing smells from laboratories, alive within a moving paper fantasy listening 
for the new-told lies — ah — there's the sunshine, pass the pork chops, dear." 

me: hm. maybe it wasn ' t cricket to print the "hodaddy" postcard, but it is 
defensible if only because it's consistent with my extremely open gming style 
(and besdies, chuff didn't complain), i print all kibitzer's comments as well 
as my own analysis of how the suggested plays could affect the game, (i do make 
a point of writing my comments before i draw new tiles, by the way-) what 



slipped my mind was that chuff's comments are not kibitzer's comments because he 
is the actual player, if it had occurred to me, i would have called him to see 
if he objected, and I'd warn him that from now on my policy is this: all comments 
on the scrabble game are subject to being printed in the commentary in bz. if a 
player has any secret ideas — for himself or for his opponent — he should keep 
them to himself, note that i won't recognize any "not for print" scrabble comments 
because i won't allow myself to be deprived of the opportunity to discuss an idea 
i may have thought of on my own. 

i got only a single, tepid response to the cosmic dip idea, so you probably 
won't be hearing about that again for a while, i still don't understand just how 
the postal titan rules work, last fall, frank and i designed an amusing titan 
variant which happens to be slightly better suited to postal play, maybe i'll 
write up the rules in benzene some time. 

there's a reasonable explanation for the allegedly revealing aspects of the 
illustration (p 10) in bz ^0. the words "left" and "right" are centered over the 
illustration, and the illustration shows only the left two- thirds of the spectrum 
(because liberalism was the topic), thus the word "right" appears over the center 
and "left" appears above a wing, simple, no hidden meanings here. 

on the other hand, i am rendered rebuttal-less by the correctness of your 
observation that the only ones who still call themselves "liberals" are conserv- 
atives, hm. well, i guess there's no use pretending anymore, i may as well 
admit that i really am, urn, a conservative, okay? did you hear that everybody? 
i said it. i'm a goddam conservative, are you satisfied now? 

(but i'm still a democrat.) 

putting money into education sounds like a good idea to me. have you figured 
out how it can be done? no one else has. instead they usually settle for putting 
money into the public school system, but that's not the same thing, in fact, evi- 
dence indicates that it's hardly even related. 

funny, i never knew that crabs were steamed alive (and me from alaska even) . 
what's the point? freshness, i suppose, i don't like any non-fish seafood, and 
i don't even like much fish, to me, the thought of eating aquatic arthropods and 
mollusks is only slightly less creepy than the thought of eating spiders and slugs. 
( simon and his friends may be interested to know that I've never eaten veal either, 
and in fact i'm a bit disgusted when others eat it. i feel the same way about 
tongue and "head cheese." i don't call that moral — i call it squeamish.) 

more ed wrobel : "by the way, did you see the new star trek episode in 
which the enterprise was ferrying representatives of two hostile barbaric races 
to a peace conference? one race enjoyed live meals, tasha said, '"we no longer 
enslave animals for food.' but, ah ha, the galley did provide meat look-and- 
taste-alikes for the crew, a good compromise between our barbaric past and the 
enlightened future?" 

me: i did see that episode and i vividly recall the supercilious tone employed 
in the delivery of the line, i've got no problem with imitation meat, as long as 
it's a good imitation, but realize that a successful imitation of, say, beef will 
render cows obsolete and would lead to a drastic decrease in their population, 
how do you suppose the animals-f irsters would react to that? i can see it now, 
a bovine luddite rebellion, "we will not allow our bovine brothers and sisters to 
be replaced by machines." ("moooooo.") 

.julie martin (7-22) : "the recent development in the west's cultural environ- 
ment that has made it more difficult for people to outgrow the (literally) infantile 
delusion that they are responsible for everything that goes on in the world: 
refusal to accept responsibility by the people who are truly responsible, there is 
a pool of free-floating guilt created by manufacturers who deny the obvious fact 
that their products kill people, by stonewalling politicians, even by people who 
have a friend on the police force 'fix' a traffic ticket, responsibility (culpa- 
bility, built) does not evaporate when it is denied; no, it gloms together in a 
big, black cloud that one day lightning-strikes some poor farmer in dubuque, who 



runs out of the house screaming, 'i did it, matilda! i killed five thousand people' 
when their cars suddenly accelerated and ran into trees! it's all my fault!" 

me: sorry, i don't buy it. if i run up my cholesterol level by eating too 
many hot dogs and die of a heart attack, oscar mayer didn't kill me (though he did 
kill the pigs) (or whatever they make hot dogs out of), we're all consenting 
adults here, i have to admit i rather like it that the veggies choose to express 
their concerns through their own personal consumption choices, what bugs me is 
when they hold themselves responsible for others' choices as well ("we all share 
in the guilt of animal abuse"). 

i'm not sure i understand how there can be such a thing as free-floating 
guilt, (it sounds like the sort of goofy concept i would invent.) you wanna try 
to tell us what you mean by that? by the way, there's a big difference between 
responsibility and culpability, yes? one says i can do something about it and 
the other says i'm bad because i didn't. 

more julie martin ; "how's the opera scene? i envy the opportunity you have 
to sing in public, i tried making the local rock scene for a while, but was 
eventually turned off by the endless bozos." 

me: i wondered if rock was populated by bozos, i certainly got that impression 
but i wasn't sure if it was just a sign of my musical snobbery. 

Oakland opera, like benzene , is active again after being moribund for almost 
two years, the new artistic director is a retired heldentenor named claude heater, 
i'd never heard of him but apparently he had a bit of a reputation in europe. 
according to the gossip, he accepted the job before he realized that o.o. was 
bankrupt and inactive and had lost the trust of contributors and performers, when 
he discovered the truth, he was upset, but he had by that time made enough commit- 
ments that he didn't want to back out. so he cleaned out the board of directors 
and made some big changes and now his reputation is attracting new money and talent. 

it's wonderful to be doing real singing again, and i'm especially eager to 
get on a stage and do something besides stand there in a tuxedo, singing in an 
opera chorus is completely different from singing in a symphony chorus, i'm not 
quite sure how to describe it. physically, i am always straining to hold back the 
sound in a symphony chorus, whereas in opera i can just let it all out. it's sorta 
therapeutic, yknow? — and you do work up a sweat. 

we're doing carmen , tosca and traviata this season, the first opening in 
September, not a particularly imaginative program, i suppose, but a good one. 
(and c is particularly fun for the chorus./) 

jim burgess (7-23): "i was with you in being surprised by duke's picking 
bent-sen, but i've already come to understand and accept the choice as the best 
one. dukakis is running as a technocrat anyway and bentsen only can enhance that 
image, moreover, they are seriously playing the median voter game (all those 
"true' liberals are never going to vote for bush anyway) ((the argument is that 
they won't vote at all)) that democrats foolishly keep avoiding in place of ideo- 
logical battles that never win elections, people forget how badly john anderson 
hurt carter in 1980. as long as no one starts a liberal third-party candidacy 
(none is on the horizon), dukakis will win in a relative breeze." 

((the democratic strategy this year is rather like that of an italy-austria- 
russia alliance against turkey: let's take out our common enemy and settle our 
own differences later.)) 

"i notice that bush already is lamely attempting to hack at the differences 
between duke and bentsen. for one thing, most voters don't vote on the issues 
anyway and for another bush has no hope of goading either democrat into a public 
debate of the issues that divide them, most people (just look at us in dipdom) 
have lots of experience in learning how to agree to disagree, american will come 
to have much more respect for a southern democrat and an eastern liberal doing 
just that than for a person who is making himself look small-minded by putting 
down two people who are acting like compromising (meant in the best connotation) 



adults. 'where was george?' will have much more impact than "look at the dis- 
agreements between....' middle america's attention span is just not that long." 

((you're right to remind me that most people don't vote on the issues -- i 
have a tendency to forget that, it has "been said that if people vote on the 
issues, bush will win, and if they vote on the candidates, bush will lose, i 
don't know anyone who contests that.)) 

"the foreign policy issue will die away too as the europeans (all but 
thatcher) come to respect the pragmatic technocrat that dukakis is portraying 
himself as successfully, again, i think it comes down to maturity (and this, by 
the way, is the source of the gender gap in my opinion, as women are hyper -concerned 
with maturity levels as compared to men, to make a gross generalization.) maybe 
america finally is beginning to find that maturity that the europeans keep saying 
we don't have yet. maybe not." 

((please spare me the europhilic moralizing, since when is european politics 
so mature? 

hey, i love gross generalizations, the most significant characteristic in 
george bush's personality is his genuine discomfort with taking credit for his work, 
this is reflected in his leadership style, most leaders (thatcher is an obvious 
example) prefer to set the tone in their administration and bring others into line 
behind them, mr bush's style, cited with admiration by most of those who worked 
for him in his pre-vp days, is to key himself to others and create an environment 
in which strong-minded individuals can do their own thing, yet without the group 
becoming redundant, counter-productive or unfocused, (sort of what they always 
say about j robert oppenheimer) this gives the appearance that bush isn't in 
charge, and women, i think, are hyper -concerned with the feeling that someone is 
in charge, the irony is not just that the same quality that helps make george bush 
a good leader helps to make him unpopular, but that that quality which is particu- 
larly unappealing to women looks a lot like one of those "feminine" qualities 
they always used to say we needed in our leaders.)) 

"before i go too much farther i'd better say that i consider duke the con- 
summate politician, everything i said above is carefully planned, i have abso- 
lutely no idea who the 'real' dukakis is, and i don't expect to find out during 
the campaign, but i'd rather take the chance he'll be the technocrat i think we 
need (to fix pentagon procurement procedures, medicare, medicaid, social security, 
the new cabinet level veterans affairs dept, not to mention the budget deficit). 

"oh yes, then there's nasa too. i agree with you, especially about green- 
land and antarctica. i'm a dreamer about the space program too, but the shuttle 
and satellites are the way to go, at least for the moment. 

"it was nice to see someone else (chuff) who knows how to make nachoes the 
'right' way, although i melt the jack cheese (it's got to be monterey jack) in 
the microwave, speaking of food, i enjoyed your discussion with chris carrier on 
the meat is murder campaign, it was very interesting for you to relate maturity 
levels (essentially) to guilt about eating meat, also, they'll never get anywhere 
by trying to make it a moral imperative.... 

"one last comment, it was nice to see one of the lawyers in the ollie north 
case (i forget which side) opposing starting north's trial in sept for the honest 
reason. " 

me ; i didn't catch that last reference. 

when bob dole was complaining about being misrepresented, i said that he 
wouldn't have that problem if he would correctly represent himself more clearly, 
i feel like everyone has interpreted my animal rights comments differently, and 
no one is getting it right, i was not relating guilt about eating meat to 
maturity levels, "literally" means literally, "infantile" means infantile, the 
human mind takes time to develop, just as the, human body does, according to ordinar 
unsophisticated developmental psychology (the only kind i really know), a human 
mind, at the time of birth, has no concept of a distinction between "me" and "not 
me." one of the most significant things that will happen to an infant is that he 



will come to recognize where his body ends and his environment begins, with this 
revelation, he will develope the idea of an environment separate from himself 
and that idea will be a fundamental tool in his thinking for the rest of his life 
long after the idea ceases to be something he consciously thinks about 

in last month's bz, i suggested that this concept is somehow not manifesting 
itself as strongly in more and more minds, and i further suggested that this phe- 
nomenon could help to explain the popularity of animal rights and similar philoso- 
phies get it? except in the sense that any psychological aberration can be 
described as a regression, this has nothing to do with maturity levels. 

gossip/filler 

it's been a good week for the bush campaign, dukakis made the mistake of using 
a memorable metaphor in an attack on reagan. now dukakis has to be careful not to 
let the voters see the campaign as a dukakis -reagan rivalry, otherwise he makes it 
harder for the reagan democrats to come back and he wastes his ammunition on someone 
who doesn't matter anymore. 

gossips are asking each other if reagan 's "pick on an invalid" joke was a 
calculated attack, maybe sc , but not by the president, no matter, this Kill teS 
dukakis (and he knows it, that's why he downplayed it in his response) —Hot 
bjcau.se anyone gives any credence to the larouche story and not because the issue 
itself will stick, but because after the issue's brief intrusion in the voters' 
political awareness, the campaign mood is altered slightly, voters will correctly 
and proudly reject the idea that dukakis is mentally unstable, but they do so with 
a vague but growing awareness that they really don't know hardly anything about the guy, 

gossips are loudly lamenting the "failure" of the arias peace plan, unlike 
them, i distinctly recall how mr arias himself described the plan: the Sandinistas 
really are belligerent totalitarians , but unfortunately, as long as the u.s. con- 
tinues to fund the contras, they can continue to pretend that they are innocent 
victims trying to defend themselves, the point of the areas plan, says mr arias, 
is to deprive them of that excuse for their tyranny, hence his opposition at the 
time to military aid to the contras. of course it'd be a pleasant surprise if the 
Sandinistas were to actually reform, but in any case they'll have to prove just how 
innocent they are. the plan has succeeded in that the Sandinistas have indeed shown 
their true colors, but it remains to be seen if everyone will admit it. 

• 

maybe i disguised it with all that talk about kemp on page two, but i'm still 
expecting bush to pick tenn ex-gov lamar alexander as his running-mate, wait for 
it • 

post convention quotes ; "michael dukakis is a master of saying banal gener- 
alities in an authoritative way." — eleanor clift. 

"jesse jackson got what every political terrorist asks for — ten million 
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